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EPA ID: NYD044470680 Site Name: MICROWAVE POWER . D State ID:
Alias Site Names: MICROWAVE POWER | o |
City: HAUPPAUGE ' ‘ County or Parish: SUFFOLK o _ State: NY
Refer to Report Dated: | Report Type: PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 001
Report Developed by: | | |
DECISION: ~ | B ;

X 1. Furthor Remedlal Site Assessment under CERCLA (Superfund) is not required

@ 1a. Site does not gual_ify_for further remedial site assessment under CERCLA

(No Further Remedial Action Planned - NFRAP)

[] 1b. Site may qualify for action, but is deferred to:
D 2. Further Assessment.Needed Under CERCLA:
2a. Priority: [] Higher [] Lower
2b. Other: (recommended action)

DISCUSSION/RATIONALE: = .

This Deferred RCRA Subitle C* sité h's been ré-evaluated in ,Re‘gBi,on Il by both the Superfund and RCRA programs (Memo: M. Poetzsch, RCRA Program
Br'a‘nich to Ct:t,?g M&i_k,_ Program Support Branch dated 6/17/98.) Based on these joint evaluations it has been determined that this:site meets all the
requirements for-archiving. ; )

Superfund's re-evaluation of the site, within a framework of national standards that define the selection of sites-for inclusion on the National Priorities List
(NPL) for CERCLA aithorized remediation, has resulted in a determination of nio further remedial action planned (NFRAP). A NFRAP designation means; to
the besét ofthe EPA’s knowledge, Superfund has completed its assessmentat a site,-and has: determined that n6 further steps to list:this site on the NPL will
* | be taken, unless information indicating this decision was.not ap?'rqp'ria,t?m other considérations make.a recommendation for listing appropriate at a later
time. A NFRAP decision does not necessarily mean that thefe is no hazard assogiated with a given site; it means only that based upon available
information, the location i§ not judged to be a potential NPL site. Sites for which a NFRAP determination was made are now being removed from the
CERCLIS datsbase and archived as historical records to ensure that EPA does not needlessly stigmatize these sites as potential NPL sites.
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Site Decision Made by: DENISE SOTO N ' .
Signature: O SEsS Waay Date: 03/31/89

333770 i

EPAForm #91003 S o B O | [T




